
MAYOR HALL.
MOTHER DAY OF LEGAL CONTROVERSY.

<' Frolraota) Argnment For and Against the
Admissibility of Evidence.

IMPORTANT RULING BY THE COURT

t me opening yesterday of the Coart of General
Bostons, held in the General Term room of the CommonPleas, Chief Justice Daly presiding, all the
ousel engaged in the case of the People against
Mayor nail were In prompt attendance. The proceedings,notwithstanding that tno whole session
was consumed in legal arguments, were or an importantcharacter, the principal Question at Issue
fcoim the admissibility of the Garrey warrant lor
the payment of $400,000 as evidence. Judge Daly
gave an important ruling, sustaining the news of
oousel for the prosecution on this point. Subsequentlya series of objections were submitted by
defendant's counsel, all or which Judge Daly said
were not technical but proper legal objections, affectingvery materially the whole case.

OFKNINQ AKUUMKNT.
Mr. Burrill, in referring to the prodnctlon of the

warrant as evidence by the prosecution, stated the
Objections of the defence thereto; that the introductionof secondary evidence was not admissible in
criminal cases except wiiere the paper was In the
possession of the defendant and he relused to produceit, or where he had destroyed tne paper, or
wnere the paper had been In the care, custody or

possession of the party against whom the chargo
was made.
The Court.1 understand the rule to be much

broader than mat. ami 1 would liko to have it iuily
argued. My Impressions are the otuer way; but 1
will not make a decision at present. In Greenleaf,
vol. 111., soc. 107, 1 lind the following:."If
the writing said to be forged is in
existence and accessible it must be
produced at the trial; but Its absence, if It De proved
to be In the prisoner's possession, or to have been
destroyed by him, or otherwise destroyed, without
the fault of the prosecution, is no legal bar to proceedingsiu tue trial, though It may Increase the
difficulty of proving the crime." Tnas language
seems to mo clear; but I shall be glad to hear argumenton the question.
Mr. Burriil deprecated, at the outset, the plea that

this was a technical objection on the part of defendant.No one would sutler more than he by
the loss of the original papers lu question. Mr.
BurriU then again stated his former ground
f objection. It tlis Honor looked througn the

authorities referred to lu the elementary books he
would llnd in each ease that one oi the three supDaemonshe had made were proved. As an example
Mr Burnl) instanced the caso oi The People vs. Hoibrook,13 jounson, in the Slate of New York, and 2
Mason, 404. In tne latter' caso tnero was an indictmentol lorgery, and the Judge slated that tne ovidcncewarranted the supposition tUutthe paper bad
been fraudulently destroyed by tbe ueiendanr.
Counsel bad consulted uiauy gentlemen in criminal

Eractlce in regard to this question, and the invarlaledoctrine laid down was that which he had
Mated as the ground of his objection.
The Court.bo iar us my own memory goes 1 can

*ne proposition in the eletrjeutury books is broader.
than that. Bupnose, in a case ol lorgery. tne DistrictAttorney's office is burned down, wnere iho
forged instrument is, and it is thus destroyed lortmtously,without any Instrumentality on tlie part
el the prosecution or 01 the accused. That illustratesme proposition as laid uowu in (ireenieaf,
and the question is whether In that case tne prosecutioncould establish the existence or the document,its destruction and the elfect that it would
have by secondary evidence. That puts the propositionas I understand it.

death.
Bun ill introduced the case of a witness'

The Court.There is a broad distinction between
the two cases. The paper was evidence itself, but
the evidence or a witness depended on tne manner
in which it was given and many otUcr circumstances.
Mr. Bnrrlll then argued the question at great

length, referring to a number or cases, in all of
which tne facts were as he stated them. Judge Italy
referred to each case as it was cueu, auu conceded
the fact that they were as stated.
the court.I think you must remember the

change now made in the iuw, nnu that tne defendant:e uow allowed to give testimony in his -own
behalf. 1 do not give any opinion about fiat, but
that is a matter wnlch ought to be taken into consideration.^ affecting the stringency or laxity or
practice in receiving testimonyMr.Burriii.Suppose a man is Indicted for
lorgery. iuui nuuui nays uio -icienuuin may
teautv as to tho fact, but suppose lie docs not go ou
the stand. The law says mat he shall uot he
prejudiced by that failure to give evidence. And
suppose a defendant were to go on the stand in a
ouae of a counterieil note, what can hesajr? The
note is not there. He cannot sav that it had Mr.
Hmith's signature, and that he saw mm sign. Mr.
Smith says Ire never signed it. Where are you thenv
TUe very fact must be deiermined by the inspection
of the docutneut, and the defendant is autnorized
to have that question tried by the jury upon other
evidence tnan that ot a man who may be inspired
by personal malice or interest.
Mr. Buckley loilowed in support o' the objection.

This paper, said ne, il it were to i>e regarded as a
whole, or these papers, if they were to be regarded
as separated in distinct pans, having never been in
Uie possession of the Mayor, and not lost hy his
fanit, and confessedly in the possession of -another
party, tnelr contents could uot be proved by parole.

recess was then taken.
Counsel, on resuming nis argument, said he confessedhe was not an adept in criminal law, and

wauld not be engaged in tnis case out from strong
personal convictions and lrorn strong personal
nriend9iiip for the defendant. He had made diligent
researcaes into the laws or this state to oDtaiu, if
pseslble, a case analagons to tills, bearing
vu iuc a%iiiii9diumi'jr vi awwuuaij ctiucuvu,
but bad been unsuccessful, nave in the
case lound in tne thirteenth of Johnson.
He called the attention ol tne Court to the opinion
given in that case, where a principle exactly tne
reverse of that attempted to he sustained by tno
prosecution here was up lull, from motives of publicpolicy, where a person Is charged, us in tills case,
ana where tne supposition is dial the instrument is
in the hands of the deiendaut, then It Is presumed
that the delendant hiinscli, from uis possession of
the instrument, is thereov enabled to relute the
barge and to establtsli nts Innocence. It is from

that presumed, tnat having the opportunity or provingguilt or innoccuce, and iie neglects to do it.
then nis action shall be regarded of tnat character
which enables him to defy the law. and the prosecationshall supply parole evidence for the non-prodnction01 the instrument, counsel then referred
to the case of the .State of Massachusetts against
fined. In that case the supreme Court of Massachusettsadmitted parole evidence.not because that
the prosecution, under fortuitous circumstances,
was deprived or the opportunity of presenting,
not better evidence, but as a punishment on tne defendantfor tne obvious reason that the deicudant
had enteied Into a corrupt and improper agreementwith his brother to make away with the lost Instrument.The text of that case snows that the uole
wan secreted by the procurement and with tae connivanceol the deiendaut tor his protection. Tne
defence in this case has tne rlgiu to have conceded
to it that the rule horc to be followed must be made

parallel case with the Massachusetts one. And
need J say here, in this orowded court room, that
nobody has ever charged, and there lives not tne
man wno can be rouuu to cnarge, directly or indirectly,the Mayor with tno disappearance of these
papcta t if the defendant could have lorcseen that
these papers might nave been stolen and des>royedhe would have had a triple guard placed ovor tnem,
www dvuiic mtii ai'i'i-uinuuo ncrc mr ins jUHt.inflection.There nve» not a man-at all events no
man ban as yet mude uis appearanceon unit stand.
who can apeak or will undertake to sneak as to the
contents of tne identical ciatui wlucli lorms the
subject of the indictment, or who will furnish to the
jarj evidence as to the elements of whut thai claim
was composed, or who will state the component
part of the papers wnicn accompanied that clauu.
whether it was properly audited, as wo say, or improperlyaudited, as they say. For inis reason,
and in accordance wttn tne authorities wntch he
had quoted, be contended that the parole evidence
attempted to be put forward was inadmissible.

HIT 1.1 No BY TIIK COURT.
Judge Daly, In ruling on the objections, said:.My

attention Is called to tne case 01 tho People vs. Hoibrook,in the thirteenth of Johnson, because It is a
familiar opinion, written with me concurrence or
the entire Court and not published in tne name of
any one of the Judges. My attention is called particularlyto this observation by the Court. Tho reasoningemployed applies with equal force to an indictmentfor stealing an lusiruinout, as it supposesIt to be, lo the hands ol the deiendant, and he is
apprised by tne indictment to produce It to falsify
toe record against him. At the time this case was
decided.the People vs. Iloinrook.the Chief Jtuiico
of the Supreme Court or this .stale was the same
Judge who afterwards pronounced the opinionwhicn has been read to tne court in the sixth
Peters.Chlci Justice Thompson, so lar, therefore,he ib responsible as a member of tno court for this
particular opinion. It is to be taken In connectionwita pis subsequent Jndgmaut upon a pointmore precisely presented 111 tne courtof the United States, alter ne waselevated to that position, and whero the case cameupon appeal. Tne Court which tried the case hav-
uik uivineu upon ine point. Hie cane sliouid be detenantedwitn accuracy and ease.vritii mat accuracyand caso which is always essential on me partor a tribunal in a criminal cane involving eitherlira or liberty, .Chief Justice Thorn peon, lue \dvocateJudge of the snpreme Court or the UnitedSlates, In the cane of the United States vs. KeyMrn,reallv In terras so precise and comprenensivethat I am relieved of the necessity of adding anyreasoning pf m owp or adding an/thing iminer

NEW TO]
and to eta* that the

case to which tut language vu pronounced was
not. In my judgment. so strong a case ror the applicationof too ram as the ease now before the Court,
and I will, therefore, simply content myself with
pointing oat tae distinction between the two cases.
(The Court pointed out the relations of uie
two oases and continued.) There was bnt one
pinion delivered by the Court, ana as that related

to the precise poin , I mast infer, in the absence of
any dissenting oplalou and tne general judgment
given, that It received the approbation of all the
members of the Court, and or all who heard tho
argument Chief Justice Thompson states the rale.
Having referred to the objection, which was, that
tne document itself should have oeen produced or
resort should have been bad to the government of
Buenos Ayres 10 obtain It or an authenticated copy
oitt, or that the master of the vessel should be producedupon a subptena ana give evidence of it, the
Court used the general language ."We thins the
exception in mis respect not well founded, but that
me case tails within the rule, that wbeu the nonproduottonof the written instrument is satisiactorilyaccounted for secondary evidence of lis contentsmay 0 shown, This is a general rule of evidence,applicable alike to criminal and civil cases,
and there can be no reason whv It should not apply
to a case use the present." That rale
was subsequently extended, I simply apply
it to this- case by saying that there Is
nothing in It which would justiiy me in inferring
mat the primary evidence, the documentary evidence,fs withheld by tne prosecution, and that (hey
have it m their power to produce If. On the contrary,the evidence adduced to the Court has been
to the etrect that these papers were stolen lrom the
public records, watraining tne conclusion upon the
part ot the Court that they were lost, or destroyed
suflicieully for toe purpose or enduing either party
to give parole evidence of their contents, la my
judgment tho case ol uie United States vs. Key burn
disposes of

TUB WHOLE QUESTION,
and relieves me ol the necessity or giving any particularreasons of my own for the rale nere stated.
Sly impression at the outset was that tho rule was
as comprehensive as I have subsequently found it
stated in the elementary writings. It has now been
sanctioned by. what I consider the authority ot an
adjudged case by the highest tribunal in the land,
and we must accept that authority as Dual.

Mr. Uurrill then rose and took exception to the
ruling of the court as delivered. The exception
was allowed and noted.
Counsel then made the further objection

TO TI1K ADMISSIBILITY OS TUB WAKfMNT
"that it did not pretend to prove the existence of
any liability which It was tbe duty ol the Comims-
DIUUCiD Ul AUUIt HI UUWII mult

Counsel for the prosooiuion intimated the wish
that the defence should present all.lis objections
seriatim and at once.
The Court suggested that that would he the proper

course, and that counsel should Illustrate the
grounds ot objection to each as succinctly as possible.
Mr. Burrlll presented his

TBI Hi) OBJECTION.
That the warrant did not pretend to prove that the
dciendant did not audit the claim; out, on the contrary,it tends to prove that ne did audit it, and
that such Is the legal presumption irom tnc face of
that document.

FOURTH OBJECTION.
That if It be ottered to prove the evidence of a

liability whlcii It was the duty of the defendant to
audit it is not admissible, because the indictment
contains no allegation in cither count as to tue
claim mentioned in it, or If It was a liability whtcn
came within the Jurisdiction of the deleudaut under
the fourth section ol the act.
OlIJEOTiONS TO THE WARRANT AS PRIMARY EVIDENCE.
Mr. Burrlll presented tho following objections:.

First, that no evidence had been ottered to prove the
existence of tho facts which necessarily preceded
the warrant.to wit, the presentation of tne
claim and the jurisdiction and action of
the Board of Audit; that the warrant is
not evidence to prove the payment alleged in either
count of the indictment, because tne payment
ia wuuujr iiniii;uun,u uuu lumis uu jiari 01 i>uu
offence of not auditing, or neglecting to audit, aud
lor the additional reason tbat tiiero la no allegationIn eitnsr count of the indictment that tne
claim was paid upon mat warrant, or that it was
not a just and houeat claim against the county of
New York; and for the lurtner "reason that tue allegationof payment and the false certificate, as alleged,are not alienations of nonfeasance, nnt are
charges of malleasauce, which would not be admissibleas evidence under the indictment, which
merely charges an omission of duty; and for
the further reason, winch is applicable to both
counts, that the Indictment does not charge
speciilcally the facts and circumstances constitutingthe specific otTcnce, nor shows in what
particulars tne defendant neglected his duties.
The indictment charges generally that the defendantwilfully neglected to audit, Ac.; and further, that
the Indictment contains no allegations on whlcU
the warrant is admissible as evidence. And,

LASTLY,
that no evidence for the prosocutton whatever is
legally admissible under tbe indictment.
Mr. Burrili, in presenting these objections to tbe

Court, said tbat bey were not technical oojectlons,
but sucb only as appeared to counsel for tue defencecmiucatly proper and strictly legal.
Judge Daly, m reply, said that no tally appreciatedtne weight aud importance 01 the objections,

but as it was now too late ror counsel to enter upon
uis illustration of tnem he would aujourn tue
Courts
Tne Court then adjourned till eleven o'clock this

mornlug.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.

The commissioners ol the Department of Public
Instruction met yesterday in slated session at lour
o'clock, Commissioner Smyth In the chair, and
seven Commissioners present.
A communication was received from the Mayor

appointing Kichard Knabe Trustee of Public
Schools.
rnmmnnlrnllnnv were rpsnlvrxl frnm thn Tniotun

of several wurds relating to too absence or teacb*
era, repairing ana furnishing of school premises,
Ac.
A communication was receivea from the Trustees

of the Seventh ward asking for provision for the
pensioning of superannuated teachers in tne ward.
A communication was received from the Trustees

of tne Ktgntn ward nominating Jane a Hill as

Principal1 of the Female Department of Grammar
Scnool No. 20.
The Trustees of the Seventeenth ward protested

against the action of a committee of the Board of
Education In the case of Miss idly Swayne, Miss
Hwavne navlng been removed from one position to
auother, and having appealed to the Board.
A communication was received irom tne Trustees

ol tne Nineteenth ward asking for $12,000 to furmsha new school building in the ward.
A communication irom comptroller Green showed

that of the apportionment to tne Board, f»03,700,
$180,000 had been pahl. and rcqaested that as great
economy as possiblo should be used in the actiou of
life Board.
The Finance Committee presented various reports

concerning local expenses.
A lorivfthv rnnintmiKV.Liinn won rorwlvfwl frnm thn

principals of the smaller schools m tlio city, protestingagainst the law wbicn makes the teacher's
salary dependent upon the number or pnpils in his
school. This communication took the ground that
tlio principals ol small schools are not responsible
for the number or pupils, and that their wortc is Increasedinstead ol btfmg lessened by sucu small
numbers. This communication was rererred to tne
Committee on Bylawa alid ordered to be printed
in mil in the minutes.

It was resolved taat the new school building m
Fast Fifty-seventh street, near Second avenue, la
the Nineteenth ward, should be known as Grammar
School No. 69. >

A resolution was adopted providing that the
members of the Board be present at the laying of
the corner stone of the new Normal College, corner
Fourth avenue and Sixty-eighth street, on Friday,March 19.
The committee appointed to revise the bylaws

reported the work completed, and desired the
President ol the Board to appoint a day when the
revision could be discussed ami acted upon.

Charles II. Balcn was appointed Vice Principal
of the Male Department ol Grammar school No. tu.

'the Committee on Sites and New Buildings requestedpermission to purchase the lot of ground
adjoining Grammar School No. 2a for too use of
mat scnooi, ui me price ui »»i.iiou.

Ttte request of the Trustees of the Tenth ward
that Alexander Morehouse should he removed rronri
his position as teacher in the ward was reluscd by
a unanimous vote ol the Board.
A resolution was introduced and laid over to the

effect mat Miss Lily Nw.iyne bo sustained in her
piotesi against me Trustees and restored to her
former position. '

THE HERALD'S HISTORY OF THE LOWERY
OANQ,

233 wk8t kiohtkbnth street, i
JNKff Youk, March 0, 1872. J

To tub Editor of tbk Hirald:.
The history ol Uenry Berry Lowery and hts band

of swamp outlaws, as told by your correspondent,
la as Interesting as any of the romances of Dickensor tiarleton, those great delineators of English
and Irish life. Even in any or the novels of the immortalSir Walter we look In vain for stronger pictures.There is au'alr of romanco so charming in
this trntulnl narrative of tne SouHlerti outlaws,their exploits and their cruneR, that lis publication
in pamphlet torm could not but be hailed with delightby every intelligent reader, it would be a
scrap of American history worthy of handing down
to posterity, wnat say the Historical Society?Your obedient servant, CAKKuL O'DALY.

A IUHL run UAnutith

To tiie Editor op the Herald:.
In 1870, wtule engaged in the South Pacific Coast

Survey, I learned that the natives cured cancer and
scrofulous diseases by applying to the pan affected
the gum of the plant known as the fiery flower
(rectus), which can be had at any druggists, since
coming home I have made practical tests on several
persous, among tnem J. K. Edinondson, of Hickory,
Pa. All of tnem were cured within ten weeks withoutpain. l give una lo tne press Tor the sake or
Buttering humanity.
EjCWtUAJST. JV7J»

KK HERALD, THURSDAY,
THE COURTS.

Interesting Proceedings in the New
York and Brooklyn Courts.

Charge of Selling Bad Booka and Piotnrea.Aa
aolton a Sailor.The Cuban Insurrection.A

Hollo Froeeqni Entered in the Case of GeneralRyan.Alleged Official CorruptionWritof Habeas Corpus.A Divoroe
Suit.Action for Damages Against
Wreekcre."When the Band Beginsto Play".An Action for

Warranty . DecisionsBusinessin the Court
of Ooreral Sessions.

... - .

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COIIl T.
Cbnrae ol lieullna la Obscene Literature.

before Jutl|(e Benedict.
Yesterday J udge Uenodlot tat in the United States

Circnit Court and proceeded to dispose ol cases on
the criminal calendar.
Patrick J. Itanuon was indicted and put on Uls

trial lor dealing In obscene booKs and prints, and
sending the same through the Post Otllce. Defendanthad occupied a shoo in Ann stieet, where he
sold booka ; and it was alleged by the prosecution
that tins was a mere blind to ihe dlsgraceiul and
vile tralUc in which the accused wus concerned ;
tnat he used to send out circulars in reierenceto the flitny wares he had to
sen, and that he even made it a point
to cuiiho those circulars to be introduced to public
schools ana into durcrcnt parts 01 tue country. Mr.
Guy lor, Special Agent ol the Post ouico Department.was examined on the part o( the government.He testiUed that a knowledge ol the business conductedby i'.anuon navlug been obtained by mm he
sent a letter, dated at a place In New Jersey, to
Banuon, requesting a speenneu ol his goods. This
letter led to disclosures winch resulted in the arrest
ol banuon and the seizure ol nis store ol bad books
and Immoral pictures, some or which were exhibitedin Court. The Jury found tho prisonerguilty, and Judge Benedict sentenced him to a lino
of $500 and imprisonment for one year, or until the
Iiue IS PilM.

(.'bnigc of Ktabbiug on the High Sens.
John Arwo, a cninaman, who had been found

guilty at a previous tcim of the Court on an indictmentcharging him with having stabbed Sidney
Baldwin, a seaman, on board tho. ship Thomas
Owen, was brought Hp for sentence, fn couso.
quence or some legal questions liavlnu been raised
In re.erouco to the deteudaut as to whether he wus
tried In ihc proper disirict or not, his detention lu
prison has been considerably prolonged. JudgeBenedict, believing that die mua bad bce.u alreadysutllciently punished ov a lengthy luiprisonment,ordered hiui to be discharged, which was accordinglydone.

t

Tho Insurrection In Cuba.The Indictment
Against IjJencral Uynn Abandoned.

For a long time an indictment has been pending
In tho United States Circuit Court agulnst General
W. o. Kyan, charging him with a violation of the
neutrality laws or 1818, by having, as alleged, set on
foot, or aus.stt d In the setting on foot, in this country,an armed expedition, tho object of which
was to invade tho island of Cuba, and there assist in
pulling down tho power'and authority of Spain, a
nation with wluch the United .States are at
peace. District Attorney Davis has tu.'.dc, as in
the ease of General Jordan, efforts to bring the
Indictment to trial, nut without avail, as the personswho gave tnc information upon whicii it was
supposed me government could ootain a conviction
cannot be found and arc not furthcoming m respouseto the subo man wuioli liad been issued to
tneni. Tno District Attorney stated to tuc Court
tliut in view of all Hie facts ttic only course leit to
Him was to abandon the indictment in the same
way that he had to abandon I nc cusc against General
Jotdan, against wnoin no witnesses appeared. Mo
thereloro consented to enter a notla prosequi on the
indictment against General Ryan, who was accordlntriydlscliartted.
Churgt'N of Olllcial Corruption Aguiniit Public

Ofllcera.
In tils recent charge to the Grand Jury of tne

United States Circuit Court Judge Blatchford called
their special uttcntion to the laws of Congresswhich applied to the punishment of ofllcials
and public servants who receive bribes, and suggomedtuat it was possible some snch cases might
oe brought uuder tneir consideiatlon. It Is uuncrstoodthat, apart tromthu action of the Grand Jury,
none of these cases w'll be orought to trial until
alter the committee now investigating the alleged
iruuas In the Customs or this city have presented
their report to Congress.

UNITED STATES D!STR!CT COJ IT.
Enlistment in tbe Navy.A Habeas Corpus

Case*
Before Judge Blatchford.

Yesterday we published the faciH lu relation to
the case of Bertram C. Green, who had enlisted in
the United Stales Navy, and whose discharge therefromwas sought for in a petition on a writ, of
habeas corpus sued out b.v Ms rather, on the ground
that the young mau was under age and had uot
sworn that he was of age. Tno matter has been
heard by Judge Blatchford, wnose decision is that
Green be dlscnarged irora the navy on returning
$20. which hd had obtained as advance, and some
clothing, the property of the government. The
allegations made by tne petitioner are supported by
the facts as laid beiore the Court.

SUPREME COURT.TBI*L TERNI-7A3T I.
Moil lor Damages Against Wreckers.

Before Judge Barrett.
John H. Doty vs. John II, Baxter et al..In November,i860, the vessel Llna Dennlson, belonging

to the plaintiff and loaded with coal, sunk In the
North River, near Bobbin's Keer. The defendants,
who are wreckers, were employed to raise her, $500
being the coutract price, ah claimed by the plaintiff,i he vessel was partially raised and then leit for
another Job, meantime the vessel driltlug Into neep
water and sinking, alter which the joo was abandoned.8ult was orou jilt to recover the value of the
vessel. The dcieuce was that the contract was conditional,tne sum oi $5 0 to be paid them if successlul,and otherwise nottilng. Considerable evidence
was taken, occupying three days. The Court ordereda sealed vcrdicr.

Derision.
By Judge Van Brunt,

nildreth vs. Shepherd-Order settled. Engrossed
copy to be presented lor entry.

SUPREME COURT.CHAMBER*.
Wholesale Charge Against a Husband, with

Wholesale Denial on Hla Part.
before Judge Ingraham.

Emellne E. Wood vs. William C. Wood.The plaintiffseeks to bo divorced from the defendant on the
ground of alleged cruel treatment. According to
her affidavit they were married in this city In 1840
and their matrimonial liie passed on very smoothly
until some three years ago, when, as she charges,
he entered on a systematic conrso of orutal
and inhuman treatment of her; in addition to
Drotanlty and vulgarity, she charges him with
throwing books and other missiles at her, lucludiug
the bones of a duck nl dmacr one day; locking her
out ol their room once tor a week, consorting with*
a lewd woman, cheating her out of money belonging
to lie;* and threatening to olow her brains ont witn
a pistol. In fact she lias been, as she avers, In snch
dread of her lite that she has been obliged to lude
knives, scissors, shears, razors and the like, capable
oi being converted into weapons of murderous assault,from nm sight. All these charges the deiendaniemphatically denies, ana attributes them to the
plaintiff being, as he avers, a woman or extreme
iftill.iiw (liantwirinn und niiDMOimlnfr an iiitffnunpnai.ia

temper. Toe case came up on an application lor
counsel fee. The Court denied the motion, with
leave to reuew on other affidavits.

Decisions.
Bain vs. Brown.Motion granted.
Harris et ai. vs. Beuning..Motion denied; costs

to nhlde event.
Perkins vs. Griffin..Motion denied and $10 costs.
National Citizen's Bang or New York vs. BarrtonrVlnf.hm orvint/xt
Collin* vs. Fosch..Motion denied and $10 costs.
Corned vs. Maddock.-Motion granted on deleud*

ant giving tne usual stipulation.
In the Matter of tlic Application of Margaret

Mcintosh..Relerrcd to William Mitchell.
Ity Judge Barrett.

Mcllcnry vs. Hazzard. - Order settled.

SUPERIOR COURT-SPECIAL TERM.
dmmsim.

By Judge Sedgwick.
Anderson vs. Habcock..Motion denied, without

costs, and without prejudice to an application undersection 317, Code.
Dauure vs. Allen. .Motion granted.
Coleman vs. Beard et al..Maine.
Banger vs. Murray..Motion denied, without

costs.
By Judge McCunn.

Johnston vs. Kenct.-Motion for new trial denied.
Bee memorandum in papers.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS-PART 2.
The Salt Against the Church of the Dlaciples.

A Disagreement of the Jwy.
The case in which James Woods sought to recover
1,471 7A, principal and internal, on a bond Issued

MARCH 7," 1872..TRIPLE
to him by the Church or the Dtaeiplee or Christ, the
jury which had been instructed to orlnjf in e sealed
verdict. disagreed, and were dlscharircd yesterday
morulas. Tney stood eleven for plaintiff and one
for the defendant. The ease w to be retried next
Wednesday.

COURT OF COMMON MEAS.SPECIAL THIS.
"Whew the Bnad Bndai to Play."

Before Judge Robinson.
Wall vs. Pond et a) This case, the particulars of

which have already appeared la the Ukrald. again
came up for argument yeaterday, when the question
turned chiefly upon the right of an owner of literary
property to maintain an Injunction when It had
been copyrtgnted in the United states Court. Mr.
Edwin James argued tno case lor ibe plaintiff, contendingthat ttie owner of literary property, befora
it had been published, had a clear right to maintain
an injunction In the Courts, notwithstanding It had
been subsequently copyrighted in the lederal Courts.
Messrs. llill and Bangs contended that the effect of
the Copyright law was to make it public, and that
toe rights of the owner of literary property werethus lost. The Court reserve 1 its decision.

MARINE COURT-PART I.
An Action ot Warranty.

Before Judge Cross.
Louis C. Gillespie vs. John C. Uam..In the summerol last year the defendant sold to plaintiff a

pony phaeton, not of his own manufacture, but
which he wurrauted for a year, for the sum of $26&
The vehicle was delivered at a stuble near by, there
bitched up, and plaintiff's servant undertook to
drive it down to one of the boats, but had only proceededa row blocks wlien the front axletree broke
off close to the wheel, i'luinilff then returned it,
offering to take t-oo of tie price paid; out the defendantsaid that It was an accident mat aught occurto the best carnage, and that he would make It
as good as new, To this plaintiff consented:
the phaeton was* repaired, tuken to llid
samo siubic, whore it was received by a
relative ol the plaintiff, who immediately
had the horse put to it and siat ten out, but, as the
vehicle crossed ine curbstone into Hie street, tno
same axle gave way on the other side. The plaintiffthen again ro'urned it, saying he was convinced it
was imperfect, and demanded nack th<S whole sum
which he had paid for It, rciusiug to accent f-UO,which the defendant offered hiui. The parties then
wcut round to ine repair shop, whore me axic was
taken out, und, on the biack-uiith striking it across
tno unvil, it broke each nine, una, according to
plaiutiiT'a evidence, was condemned both by the
defeudant and nut Ueksiniui. This, however, uelcudantdcuies. A lungtay correspondence then
ensued, in winch various promises to settle wcro
made. Plaintiff put it into Ills lawyer's hands,again withdrew to settle, and tlumiy the suit was
brougnt.
The evidence of the defendant was directed

principally to the point of there being no flaw In
the axle, that the breaks were cMsur, and that the
test at the blacksmith's shop was not a fair one.
lie inrtner icstltled mat ne received the carriage
tliu second tune only for the purposes of repair,fnr whiph hn pliummu *1". urwl ih.u a». nl.nniiiviu -<»

luslug to receive 11 ho sold It lor urn account for
$116, wu.ch uum, leas commissions, expenses aud
repairs, he offers to pay plaintiff.
The Court simpiy charged uio jurv that It theywere suti-tled of the warranty, the detective constructionand tne return and acceptance, itioy must

Una lor plataUff.
Verdict in lavor of plaintiff lor $203, with Interest.

For plaininf, s. U. Uigeubotuui: for deleudaut, A.
11. Millard.

IKARINl COURT.PART 2Decisions*

Hv Judge Curtis.
JacKFon vs. Weob..Judgment Tor plaintiff for

$6os 60 and costs, and $26 allowance.
Mara va. ilouae..Judgment lor plaintiff for

$209 49 and costs, aud 226 allowance.
Faught vs. central 1'arK, Hast Kiver Railroad Company..Complaintdismissed, wun costs.
oooni vs. Uouglu Judgment lor plaintiff for

f 61 76 and cosia, and $26 allowance.
LciiiUiiti vs. Rothschild..Judgment lor pluiuiiff

for 2115 and costa, and $25 allowance.

COURT Of GtNtRAL SESSiQMi. !
A Homicide Case ol J tiroo Yearn Mtnnding.

i'rvuipt Acquittal ol' ilie Accused. I
liefore Uccordcr Hacnett. I

At the opening of the Court yeaicrday Assistant
District Attorney Fellows called tuc case of Robert
W. Hopson, charged with shooting tlcury C. Lyon,
at a liquor saloon in South street, on the 9th of September,1st!8. The deleudaut was genteelly dressed
and occupied a seat beside his counsel, x.lr. WilliamF. Howe. Althougu tne occurrence which
resulted in the death of Lyon created considerableexcitement at tho time theInterveningperiod between it and the
tilal was so long that there was no delav In irottimr
a Jury. Mr. Howe waived every teonicality, believingthat bo had a good defence upon the merits, and
the speedy termination of tne caao in favor of his
client proved the correctness of his bcllcr. After a
brief opening Mr. Fellows called John Galvin, who,
at the time of the transaction, was barkeeper In the
saloon ol Henry C. Lvon, ul South street, lie testified
that there were a number of men in tne saloon on
this nignt, ami Mr. I,von was about bidding iliein jgood night, to go home, wnen lie (the witness) observedHopson and Lyon talking at tiie bar: a man jsaid 10 mm, "John they are grow.lug again, can't
you stop it," meaning Lyon and liopsou; llio <
witness looked and saw Iiopson stop buck and put
lus bund beinml lus buck as if to draw a pistol out
of his pocket, at the same time using very bad language10 Lvon; the Witness (Calvin) then look hold ,
ol niin by the leu hand, und heard a sound, wmch '

must Have been the striking of Hopson wiiti an umbrellaby Lyou, which lie did not see, hut ol which
be subsequently ucard; the witness was lookingdown for the pistol, and as he did he saw the flash;officer Uoodwln came in and he told him to tuko
tno prisoner In charge, that he had shot Lvon; a
carriage could not be hud, hut a stage was charteredand the wounded man was taken to the CityHospital, wbcre he died that night.
Hubert F. l'awson, another barkeeper, gave a

similar account of the lray and tedined tu.it Lyou
struck tne defendant two or three times on the
bead with an umbrella and that iher used had languageto each other. Alter the tlriugot the pistolLvon said, "My uod I am shot; he snot uiu;" he
did not stagger or lalL

Oitlcer Goodwin testified as to the arrest, and
said he believed when the accused was brougnt to
the station house he said he snot Lyou in sen-defence.f

flnnrirn H7 Tonnoa aeM *Ka» ft/>«<.«« >»»-.'
VJivuigv IT, innain run uiiai/ Iiupuil till <1 IKII9 W1IU *

used to visa Lyou ana his family. una mat between '
seven months and a yeur and a half preceding tins )
occurrence llopson tnrcatencd to shoot Lyou, ana ®
tliat lie (Isaacs) toon tnc pistol from mm.J
Mr. Howe consented that the deposition of the M

physician mignt be read, which established tnc (act (
that the deceased died irom a pistol shot wound, *
and admitted that the shot was ilrcd by ilopsou. '

THE CAM rOB THE DF.1ENCB. «
The counsel made an eilectlve opening to the I

Jury, stating that lie would show that the accused <
would have been tully justified in using the pistol, &
for the deceased was not only a duugerous cnaructer,but provoked the defcudaut by applying to bis i
who and relations tno most opprobrious epithets (
that could be used towards any leniaie. Mr. Howo «
dwelt upoii the sacrcdness of tnc domestic rela- >
nous, and expressed the belief (hat the jury would
justify ins client by pronouncing a verdict of not
guilty without leaving their seats. Tnc llrsr witness
Culled was Timothy Monalian, who was iu tno saloon '

at the time of the occurrence, and said he observed
Lyon and Hopson engaged in low conversation; he
beard Hopson tell Lvon lie did not think it was mo,
whatever 11 was he was speaking to lilui about;Lyou told Hopson he lied; thai ins wife camo in
there to bis barkeeper and got a bottle of gin ut ,fS 60, and did not pay tor it; ilopsou took a note *

out of his pocket; Lyon had an umbrella to his c
hand, and struck tlooson on the head with It; Oal- c
vin, a barkeeper, came Irom behind the bar and
took hold of Hopson, and then I heard a shot, but 8
did not see the prisoner point tno pistol. F
Frederick roller's evidence was to the.same n

effect. He saw Lyon strike Uopsou upon tne head
with an umbrella two or three times. a
Hubert \V. Hopson lestmed in Iub own behalf that u

he had been in the employ or James Mci.reery & u
Co., Broadway, lor the last six months; that on tno a
evening of the occurrence he went to 91 South ti
street to meet Mr. Weeks by appointment, and b
while there Lyon came In and shut the Irom door B
ot tno saloon, when he (Lyon) stated that his a
(Hopson's) wife got a bottle oi gin; he, kuowiug the fl
desperate character of Lyons pulled out a bill to v
pay tor it, although he knew she did not get it; pLyon men mado au infamous statement w
against Hopson's wiie ami mother, affect- lr
lug tneir chastity, In language winch cannotbe printed; Hopson told niin ho lied,
whereupon Lyon took un a largo uud heavy umbrellaand lilt mm several blows, he (Hopson) retreatingtowards tne door, whereupon Calvin came 51
from bcninu tne bar and pluloued ms arms, at j(which time the accused pulled out his pistol in
order to irigtiten lilm, and It accidentally wont off.
A week betore the occurrence iho defendant procuredthe pistol from a friend lor sell-protection, as
he resided in Kockaway and was compelled to re- 11
turn notneat nignt.
William Moser, Joseph A. Miller, George C. Soho- cfleld, It. u. bean and Kobert Warnoclc. in whose

employ the accused had been for ilfteen years, tee- »
tilled to his previous character tor peace aud quiet* a
ness.

_»lMr. Fellow* and Mr. Howe agreed to submit the
case to the Jur.r under Ills Honor's charge, which *
was brief and clear. Tne Jury rendered a verdict o
of not guilty without leaving tnelr seals. h

LARCENY FHOH TH« PERSON. pThomas Lmvin, a daring looking jonng fellow, a
was put on trial for robbery. Martin Kelly, an olu s
man, stated that on the loth ol January, while re- <1
turning irom Central Park, about nine o'clock, ne c
was met in l weniy-fll'th street by a crowd ol young u
men. ino prisoner called himJohu and shookhands with him, and put bis hand innis (the complainant's) pantaloons pocket, outdid not take anything nor did he use any violenceto him. While Davin was wrnngling with him oneof the party took Jus silver waton, wortn f jo. The ®
jurv convicted tne prisoner of pettit larceny Irom 1the person, and the Recorder sent nun to the Utate t1'risou for five years. r

TIIKFT UP Bl'RQICAL IN8TRUM NTH. TGeorge uerabaeb pleaded gouty to grand laroeaj. t

SHEET.
the indictment charging Dim with stealing, on IB*
31m ot December, 1871, $600 worth of surgical inHtrnmeuwtrrfhi Albert L, Bernstein. He mi seat
to the state Prison for four years.

COURT CAlfWA^-THB BAT.
Cnitkd States District Court.In admiralty.Heldby Judge Biatcblord..Noe. 179, 164, 165,167, 168, 169, 18'i, 17'a
Hufkkmb Court.Circuit.Part 1.Held by Judge

isarrett. uourt opens at half-past ten,.No*. 017, 719*833, 901, 1010, 1079, 141*. I'M 1340. 1349*, 130),1307, 1300, 1383, 1307, 1309, 1373, 1377, 1379, 1381.
Pari 2.Held by Judge lirady..court opens at eleven
A. M-.Nos. 043, 043, 794, 432*, 60*, 30*. 34,300*, 304. 504H. 400, 532, 402, 404, 400, 4tft, 400,408. 470, 472, 37H.
Suprkmr Court.Special Trkm.Held dt JudgeBarnaril.Court opens at eleven a. M..No*. 01, 52,53, 60, 06, 67, W, 69, 03, 01, 82, 0.1. 06, 01, 07, 08, 09, 70,71, 72, 7?, 70, M, 77, 80, 82, 83, 84, 80, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91,9'J, 93, 94, 95, 90, 99, 100.
Supreme Couiif.Chambers.Held by Judge Cardoso.Courtopens at elcveu A. M. and caieudar

called at twelve M..No*. 23, 30, 41, 44, 40, 53, 50, 53.
09, 60, 01, 02, 07, 73. 75, 70, 77, 78, 70. 82, 87, 88, 123,
120, 127, 129, 130, 131. Call 101.
Superior Court.Trial Term.Part 1.Held by

Jnrtge Harbour.Court open* at eleven A. v. .No*.
89, 1403, lo09, 1547. 1041, 1473, 1105, 1397, 1409, 1549,
1501, 1359, 1006, 1507, 1476.

courtop Common Pleas.Trial Term.Part 1.Hold by Ju lgoJ. P. Daiy-Court opens at eleven
A.M..No*. 1070, 300, 846; 900, 980, lU05 *, 1303, 1249,893, 1829, 473, 71. 052, 1038. Part 2-Held by JmlguVan Brunt.Court open* at eleven A. a)..Nob. 1201,1231, 1330, 1337, 1359, 1.141, 1544, 1347, 1348, 1350, 1362,1303, 1364, 1365.
Marine Court.Trial Trkm-Part 1.Held tw

Judge Cross.Court opens and caieudar culled at
teu A. M..no*. 8099, 7543, 8090, 7541, 8010, 8079,8180, 8092. 8103, 8140, N170, 8180, 8181, 8208, 8209.
Part 2.Hold by Judge Curtis.Court open* uud calendarcalled ut ren A. M.-No*. 7e3-<, 8873, 7988,8117, 7177, 7301, 8162, 7840, 7385, 7305, 8011, 8107,8183, 8180, 8190, 811)1, 8102, 8193, 8104, 8196. Part
3.Held by Judge Shea.Court open* and calendar
called Ut ten A. M..nos. 0019, 9038, 8927, 8729, 90o7,
U033, 9043, 9047.

BROOKLYN COURTS.

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COUNT.
A Qneatlou of Practice.
Before Judge Benedict.

Daniel W. Carringlon vs. TUe Florida Railroad
Company and Albert A. Drake..Tnis action, willed
nas heretofore oecu reported, was comiiieuced In
Hie New York Supreme Court, but was subsequently
removed to tbe United Suites Court uudor the act of
Congress of July 27, i860. A motion wuh made to
bave an inj miction, whlcb had been Issued by tbe
State Court, dissolved, and yesterday Judge Benedictreudered the following decision in tbe matter:.

"1 entertain no doubt of the power of this Court
in a cause duly removed Irom a State Court to dissolveau Injunction granted in ibis caico while it
was in a State Court; hut l am of the opinion that
IVhero it Is ilesirod t.n make n mnitm. liL-o n,d

present, wmcti is tu effect an application lor a reargumentot the motion made belore tue Mate
Court, leave to make sued application should ilrat
be applied lor and obtained. Ibe motion to dissolve
tne lujunctton is, tltcrciore, denied on tbe ground
mat no leave to make the same dad beeu previouslyobtained."

UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT.
The Mitreh Term.

llelorc judge Benedict.
The March Term commenced yostorday. The admiraltycaleudar lor ta« mouth was called and

cases set tlown lor trial. The Marshal ma le returns
or process tu Home cases, alter which the Court
adjourned.

UfllTED STATES COMMISSIONS' COURT.
A Clgnr driller in Truulilr.
Before Commissioner Winslow.

Michael Karreii was charged before the Cominlsuoncryesterday morning witb having offered to
tell at his place, 445 Matlmsh nveiine, cigars winch
lad been improperly boxed and stumped. Barred
was Held lo oail in tde sum ol $500 lo appear on tuo
nth lusiuut, wlicu tne dearlug ol bis case will lake
place.

SUPREME COURT-CIRCUIT.
Contrniril < ollectwrHlifpn.

Before Juduo Gilbert.
The People ex rel. l'etor L. Williamson vs. James

II, McKinney..This action was brought to oust
McKinney from ttio olllcc of Tax Collector or the
own of Flatbtish. Williamson claimed to luive
been elected to tlie otllce at the etiartor election on
the 4tti or April, 1871, and charged that the defendantusurped the oitice on the 4th of November,
1871, aud has neld it since unlawfully. At a town
meeting Held in Apill, 1370, McKinney was elected
for a term of one year, under a provisionof the revi&ed atatutes, und annua
the aatuo month an act was passed by
tho Legislature extending the term of tax collectorsin mo several towns three years, Defendant
denied that ho usurped tho olllcc, and that plaintiff
never quuiitlcd. McKinney contended that under ttie
stiiime lie is sail Collector, aud Judge Gilbert directeda verdict in his favor.
In the case ol Peter C. Breebc vs. George \V.

Palmer, involving the coliectorahip ol New Lots, a
decision was rendered in favor ol defendant. Tho
;ase tvas similar to the other one.

CITY COUBT.TRIAL TERM-PART I.
The Went field Disaster. third Trinl of the

Salt ol Widow Mat'ilen.
Before Judge Nollsou.

Mrs. Jane Madden, tne widow of Deputy Sheriff
onn wauuen, is muKing anoiner attempt to recover
>6,ooo damages from the Stuten Island Railroad
Company for the death or her husband. Yesterday
he third trial of her action against the company
ras commenced In the City Court. The readers of
he Herald will remember that on the two former
rials the Jnrles disagreed and were discharged,
since then Mrs. Margaret Landers has succeeded In
letting a verdict or $5,ooo against tl.e company for
he loss of her husband, who was one of the vicimsor the terrible explosion,
it being anticipated that great difficulty would bo

ixperlenced in securing a jury a special ranct or 160
urors were summoned for yesterday, from whom
lie following named gentlemen were selected as the
ury to try the cause:.John a. Van Wynen, builder,
18 Second street; Delwin It. Carr, merchant, 127
)ean street; J. \V. demons, ury goods, 4118 llenry
ureet; Lorcn/.o Bond, stationer, 80 Oxrord street;
leorge Layden, 10 Pineapple street; FredericK
Jlement, Jr., grocer, 88 KUlott street: Lugeae Newon,agent, 140 Laiayeue street; James \V alitor, real
istate, 220 Warren street; John C. Winters, nsh, 129
lewes street; Ciiarles K. Spencer, broKer, 24 Clin-
on street; Ferdinand T. L Uoyle, artist, 767 Dograw
treet; Kdward sanxay, oil, 226 Degraw street.
The testimony wdl be the same as at the two pronoustrials. Messrs. Morris and I'earsail nave
hargc ol Mrs. Maddcn's case, wiilio Messrs. Reach
ind utcxerson appear for the company. The trial
will last several days.

CITY COURT.TRIAL TERM-PART 2.
JhcrifT \VnIter's Visit to Monroe Street.The
Result of Running a Bill at Silevturi'i.,11r».
Webster's Furs.

Refore Judge McCue.
Last November Mrs. Abigail Webster, of No. 4

ion roc street, procared $600 worth of goods, inludinglurs, Ac., at A. T. Stewart's and had them
hnriTA/l fn hav hnahanfl flncrh Wohnrpp. Mi* Won.

ter was engaged In the grocery business corner of }
'niton avenue and llall street, bat bursted up last i
ill and closed Ins store. I i
The bill incurred by Mrs. Webster was not paid i
nd suit was brought against her husband. Judg- t
lent having been obtained Snortff Walter levied 1
pon tne lurutiure in tha house on Monroe street '
nd sold It. H appeared, however, that this uirnl- I
ire belonged to Mrs. Webster and not to her hus- t
and. Yesterday she brought suit against the t
ncri/T to recover $l,c50, the value of the property, i
no $200 damages. Mrs. Webster, a lauv about
n» years oi age, appeared yesterday, nttlred In ]
eivet and fdrs, and ewore that the furniture was
urchascd with her own money. Her testimony J
as corroborated, and tha J dry rendered a verdict
i her favor of $1,26*.

f BROOKLYN COURT CALENDAR.
City Court..Nos. 4, 31, 35, 47, si, 52, 54, 65, 5«.< CO. 73, 74, NO. 94, 9«, U7, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102,)5, 100, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 114, 115.

THE PERRY HOMICIDE.
Ilglit of Carroll.Poat-.tfortem Examination.
Timothy A. Carroll, the blacksmith, who stands
barged with striking Thomas Perry, of 121st street
nd Fourth avenue, on the head with a hammer
nd thus hastening death, it seems has fle i beyond
10 reach of the police. The Captain of tne
wolfth precinct, who hag the warrant, is in search I ,

accused, and entertains hopes of securing
Jotw?P& Cusninan yesterday made a i

ost-mortem examination on ttio body of deceased
? ». IM. that hat' s"lfn' tracturo of the t
kuii. ihe internal organs, however, were much
ilseased, and deceased has long neon in a fechie 1
onditlon. The Injuries J'erry received doubtless r
accelerated death. a

h

SUICIDE BY JUMPING FBOM A WINDOW, *

Owen Uamilton, a carman, flftr-four years of age,
lied at 232 West sixteenth street at a late hour on t)

Tuesday last. On Saturday last deceased, wno had b
een partially deranged for souie nine past, leaped w

rom a tnird story window to an awning below and 1c
ecelved injuries which caasfei hi* death. Coroner w

lobinner was noUiisOt tl

5

RAID ON PANEL HOUSES.
Down in the Dens of the Four-'

teenth Ward.

HOW THE GAME IS WORKED.

MURDER MADE EASY.

It has been well known to fbe police authorities
for a long time past mat tne Fourteeath ward was
the ravonte bunting ground of that particular kind,
or rogue known as the panel thief. One after anothercaptains of police have been put In charge ol
the district, with a view to breaking up tue system,
and their sue us* lias been more or less varied. For
a tlmo the most' notorious houses would
dlsappeur^ and then, when the excitement
of chasing the thieves had somewhat
calmed, they would start again wmi renewed
vitality auu energy. Captain Mount was recently
translerred Iroui the Seventeenth precinct to the
Fourteenth lor the purpose ol breaking up the A j

DUFKKU T PINS OF INKAMT^,^
1

that abounded in the laiier district, ami lie had pare
tially succeeded m putting an cud to the most notoriousof them when he was removed to make war
for Captain Clinchy, of the liroadwuy squad. CaptainMount at llrst directed his attention to the sneak:
thieves and burglars who lounged about tue ward,,
leaving the panel houses to loilow In tne
regular order, lie was transferred, however,,
before the work was begun. On taking command
of the precinct the present incumbent applied himselfto the moor so well taken in band by his predecessor,and commenced tne task 01 cleaning that
ward, just where Captain Mount left oil, with the:
panel houses. That this is uo easy duty mav bat
readily seen by the number of urrcsis ol rognes ofi
all descriptions mat have lately taken place in this
and neighboring districts. On Tuesday ulghta ,

Captain Clmchy, accompanied by Detect
ttve Brennan, started out to maite av
tour ot ttto want an>l find the ezactt
locations ot tho panel houses. When they goal
into Kim street the captain ami tho detective found.I
three houses In lull Wusr. In the first one visited a^
woman and two nion wore discovered oil the premises,who were arrested. Three rooms in the liouaat
were

SPLENDIDLY FURNISHED
aim fitted up with all toe necessary appliances foiv
suceessiully carrying on mat species of ronberr
knowu as tuo panel game. In the room.'
on the ground floor ot this house the
panel was tu the door and was a sore
ot trap door covered with carpel tho same us.
the rest ol iho apartment, and opening up into tha
room. 1'lits trap Joor was at the liead ot the bed.
anu could outy uo seen by a pens >n standing at ilia
enirauee into the room. Tne tluel ivuo "worked"
tnrougli ibis trap caiue up from the cellar underneathby means of a ladder, aud wnen he had rilled
tne pockets ol the victim lie disappeared by tho
same way and then leu the house wan the booty, if
there was any, tiv me iroui basemenl. Tne house,
next tnis was also examined by the police aud found,
to be ol ttio sauio cimraeter as tne one tliey had
just left. J ho i moves, however, had escaped in
iimciuuvoiu ueiug urresieu. i liev una seen Lite
cupUm of I lie police go into Hi j liou.su next door
anil, oi course. Hut was sufficient; iney fully uiulerstooilHit) game was up. la me second csuiblisumentCaptaiut iiiii-liy lound

a mi.i01.su i'ankl. in the tof.dind doors
that worked upon wliee.s. una was largo enough to
auuiit about lull a niau's body. besides tins slid*
ing panel tUere were also two smaller ones unit revertedeacii upou .1 billion, uud which were used u*
points ol obs rvaiion by Hie uaeves in tue baclc
loom, in tue second room on me ton iloor
toe mcuiis oi getting possession oi wiiatever
may be In tlio pockets ol tiio linlivliual who was
Inveigled luto n, was what, li Known as tue bolt
trick, i ills Is a very ingenious description or bolt
and si aide, t at seem to bo made on purpose for
tlie wots they are used to assist in. Tue staple has
all tue appearuuee of ueiug fastened on ine frameworkoi tiio uoor. wlieu tue uoor is closed, but in
reality it is attacued to Hie Uoor itself, and when,
tlie bolt is pushed into it, there is, lo ull intents aud.
purposes, uit air of perfect security, but in reality
tticre is uo security wnaiever. capium uincuy ami
Detective iiremun loan l a large number of
these bolts aud oilier devices ol a similar
nature upon tlie premises, and tuey took charge ot
t nem aud had i ucui removed to tue aiauou house.
The Captain seat lor assistance aud tueu broke
dow« tue panels and all the contrivances ior robberyin tue place, so that the usual business cuulit
uot be resumed, being so successiui iu that una
street capt.au Cltncliy turned tus attention to
Crosoy street, thinking lie would uo doubt meet
wiiii a uumbcr ot nouses iu

the kuli. tide ot traffic,
but the tideves mid warned all the houses
m the ward, and lor the time being
Hie police we'o compelled to give up mo
chase. yesterday aiteruoun, however, the
captain and me detective ugaio salhc l forth in
quest of panel people, b'autalu Cinicuy sent ins
coadjutor in plaiu cioihcs before him to watch tno
houses aud ->ee U auyililug was going on. Tuey
had net been inure ttiau lull an hour waiting ur
"someiimig to turn up" wheu tue iletective gavu
a .signal to Ins superlot oillcer thui a woman was
enaeavonng to inveigle a geuileuiau into 48 Crosby
street. Tno police hurried to Hie spot and got
there just iu time to prevent the gentleman irom

001 nli into tue dev.
Tiiey arrested the woman. Look uer to the station

house, woerc sue gave her name us Kll/.a Walters,
alia then lockou tue nouse up. C'apuiiu citucny
went to Police Headquarters to iuforui superintendentKeiso or what lie uad doue, aud tue buperlnteudeutdesired mm to go buck to the place aud
creak up me panels, as uuu been none in the otuer
houses. '1 lie police Captain was accompanied by a
rcpurior or the Hekald on his second visit to the
piace, and detective Urcunan, who was leu behindto look alter the house, opened the door
to them. Like almost all the other houses in the
street, No. 48 Is a brick cousiruction, wuu a hlirn
stoop and a in a very dilapidated condition on the
outside. Within, however, there Is a generul a.r of
coinlort and some pietcusious to luxury. The front
room on the its', door was lurnlshed with a bed, a
dressing -table and tvashstaud, two lounges,
I chest 01 drawers and a small centre table.
Upon a high mantel over the tire place, whero
t large fire burned brightly, was a bandsomeclock, two immense glaring glass
vases and an oil lamp. In a recess beside the lower
window was a chest of drawers, upon winch were
nurolnliy disposed a number of suweitca. Tnls
room was divided lroni the one in tue rear oy foldingdoors, and the Head oi the bod, which was unusuallyclcvaied, wm turned in this direction. 'The
miner iooin was the very reverse of the irout one.
Dirt and disoiilor were us most prominent matures,
uid it looked like, and undoubted was, ihe workihopof the "gang." A rusty, filthy stove stood in
ne^centre, and all around, strewed In every dlreclou,were cooking utensils.

a kagubd 1tk0b of cabpet
lovered the floor near the door, and upon it were
wo pairs of ragged slippers, tliat Capiain Clinony
jyed suspiciously and polnied out as part of the
.uleves' stock iu trade. The front apartment nad
Hjen so cnreiuliy papered and snowed so little or
inytmng to create suspicion tuat me work of Batingthe panel was lor some i.iuc a diiBcnlt tusk,
file ponce '.vent all around the place, sounding the
walls, and were about giving up the case
ts hopeless when Captain Clinchy discovered
t place that sounded as u ic were holow.They then went into the inner room'
ore open one side of t ie folding doors and at ouce
evoaled the inticu sought lor panel, lhis was a
toor ihal one.led Int.ards on hinges, catelunjr
creased, and which was cut In a partition tnaf ran
icross the space leu by the Inuno work ol tile lotdtigdoors. This doorway or panel was largo enough
,o admit a man easily to tne iront room, and couia
ye opened bv tfle thieves in the rear wltnout the
(lightest noise. When a victim was enticed into tnis
place. au<i was, as he thought, eareludy shut in,
ho robbers began tUeir w ork. The first move was
,o put on tho slippers us soon as the woman gave
ihe signal, tnen open the half oi the lontiug doors.
the police wcro obliged to weak tneiu open.by
pulling a wire allauied lo a bole on the other
side, and whicii, passing through the frtmework.
l«r»w u^jftaicu U1WIUC iiio nail ouiihivi«*v v"' .....

uuicl ol. A* hv-ou us tins door wus twuag uacfc
T1IIC I'ASKL WAS OPKNKII,

the thief stole Int.) me room, rifled the pockets of
the unsuspecting vi-Uornnd men esc.ipe i tne way
he came. U, however, tue victim should o.r anjr
chance see what was going on the thieves wero
fully prepared. Incase he niaiie a noise ami was

likely to bring in tue police he would tic Install ly
gotTed, drugged into the back room, flung through)
a trap lino rue siiO-cellar, and u his neck was not
broken uy the lull he w ould no vuilUieutly stunned
to ailow tne thieves time to dulsn htm at leisure. Of
course nothing of this kind may have ever occurred,yet i tic me,ins for doing something or the
sort are them ami ready tor use at any momenr.
There is, ooside, an easy mode of escape in trie rear,
lor the fences ure lotv, and the people living in the
adjoining houses are not exactly of tnc class that

.y. » .lAotsans nf ahttlttilltf Ulrt Hlffllt fit |L tllit'f.

Uii searching this back room where itio trap door is

Liaptalu uutiouv louud a box of cartridges, a quaa;ltjrof bolts like those discovered l'i the other
daces, and screws and hinges, suitable for panel
work," stowed awuy id a kind of cupboard. Oa
he sccoud door was another room.

PITTKD I P EXACTLY
ike the one beucatn, and used for the same purlose.V» uilo the police were searching the puce
ud deAro/ina the panel flxturca a man, who gave
is name as James Cookloy, went In and was arrsied.All the boardings and partitions were
roken up, tno house loosod and the key
ueu to Poiico Headquarters. The police
ten went to ill in the sauie street,
ut they found lim habitues of that establishment
ad vanished. Tue doors were tried, but tney were
icureiy las.enod, and the ponce were compelled to
ave it until another time. The people arrested
'ill be taken oelore Judge Howling, at the TomUk
lis morning, and arraigned as panel uuevse.

J


